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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1/21/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the independent claims have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Applicant suggested that the cited references do not teach the concept of 
accessing the sender information. In view of this, the Johnson reference, which 
discloses accessing sender information, is incorporated in the rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 11-17, 21, 27-29, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Brewster(U.S. 6,809,841) in view of Johnson(U.S. 5,930,350). 
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Regarding claim 1, Brewster teaches a computer-implemented method for 
printing a document the method comprising: receiving document data from an 
application, the document data comprising data for printing at least a portion of the 
document; (Figure 1, step 106 teaches sending a print job, and figure 1, step 108 
teaches the reception of the print job at the printer.) and formatting a page to be 
printed such that the page comprises at least a portion of the received document data 
and sender information, and the sender information is located outside document data 
areas and inside printer allowable margins. (Figure 1, step 104 teaches an 
identification mark associated with the user's identification. This identification 
mark is an example of sender information. Figure 1, step 108 teaches that the 
identification mark is printed on each page of the print job. Column 3, lines 25-33 
teaches that the mark associated with the user can be printed in a selected corner 
of the document. The selected corner can be categorized as an area that is 
outside the document data area yet within the allowable print boundaries.) 

Brewster merely teaches an identification mark that is selected by the user. 
Brewster does not teach actually accessing information associated with a sender of the 
document data. 

Johnson, on the other hand, teaches accessing information associated with a 
sender of the document data. (The abstract teaches receiving print jobs, identifying 
the sender of the print jobs, and retrieving information about the sender from a 
database.) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster with Johnson to realize a method that 
receives document data for a print job, accesses information associated with the sender 
of the print job, and then prints the received document data and accessed sender 
information. 

The motivation here is to access sender data that might not be readily available 
with the print job. Also, not including a great deal of sender data in the print job can 
make the transmission of the print job easier because of the lowered memory usage. 

Regarding claims 10 and 27, Johnson teaches associating the received 
document data with a sender of the document data(Abstract teaches this. 
Furthermore, figure 2a illustrates a correlator 118 that allows a print manager to 
correlate data with users.) 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Johnson teaches that associating the received document 
data with a sender of the document data comprises determining a sender identifier 
accompanying the document data. (Abstract and Figure 2) 

Regarding claims 12 and 28, Johnson teaches that accessing information 
associated with a sender of the document data comprises querying a database 
comprising sender associated information. (Abstract teaches a database. And data 
is retrieved from the database. This reads on the querying process.) 

Regarding claims 13 and 29, Brewster further teaches generating a printer 
message comprising the formatted page. (Figure 1, step 108 teaches that a page is 



Application/Control Number: 10/728,683 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2625 

printed. Note that the Examiner is interpreting the generation of a printer 
message simply as a printout step.) 

Regarding claim 14, Brewster teaches a system wherein an apparatus(selection 
and identification unit 404 in figure 4) comprises: a memory wherein the memory is 
operable to store document data from an application(Figure 1 step 104 teaches that 
user creates a print job and it is then transferred to a printer. Note that a memory 
is inherently taught in figure 1 since all user actions must be properly 
documented for the transmission process.), the document data comprising data for 
printing at least a portion of the document; and a processor coupled to the memory, the 
processor operable to format a page to be printed such that the page comprises at least 
a portion of the received document data and sender information, and the sender 
information is located outside document data areas and inside printer allowable 
margins. (Figure 1, step 104 teaches an identification mark associated with the 
user's identification. This identification mark is an example of sender 
information. Figure 1, step 108 teaches that the identification mark is printed on 
each page of the print job. This step implies existence of the processor stated in 
the claim language. Furthermore, Column 3, lines 25-33 teaches that the mark 
associated with the user can be printed in a selected corner of the document. 
The selected corner can be categorized as an area that is outside the document 
data area yet within the allowable print boundaries.) 
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Brewster merely teaches an identification mark that is selected by the user. 
Brewster does not teach that a processor actually accesses information associated with 
a sender of the document data. 

Johnson, on the other hand, teaches accessing information associated with a 
sender of the document data. (The abstract teaches receiving print jobs, identifying 
the sender of the print jobs, and retrieving information about the sender from a 
database.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster with Johnson to realize a system that 
receives document data for a print job, accesses information associated with the sender 
of the print job, and then prints the received document data and accessed sender 
information. 

The motivation here is to access sender data that might not be part of the print 
job. Also, not including a great deal of sender data in the print job can make the 
transmission of the print job easier because of the lowered memory usage. 

Regarding claim 15, Brewster teaches that document data includes data relating 
to appearance and content of a document. (Column 2, lines 62-67) 

Regarding claim 16, Brewster further teaches that the processor is operable to 
format document data in relation with formatting requirements associated with a printer. 
(Column 2, lines 43-47) 

Regarding claim 17, Brewster further teaches that the apparatus comprises a 
printer driver. (Column 2, lines 50-52) 
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Regarding claim 21 , it is rejected in the same manner as claim 14. Note that 
claim 21 is simply claiming a set of instructions, stored in a computer readable medium, 
that enables the system claimed in claim 14 to function. Furthermore, column 2, line 62 
of Brewster teaches a software program that enables the system to function. 

Regarding claim 30, Brewster teaches a system comprising: memory for storing 
document data received from an application, the document data comprising data for 
printing at least a portion of the document (Figure 1 step 104 teaches that user 
creates a print job and it is then transferred to a printer. Note that a memory is 
inherently taught in figure 1 since all user actions must be properly documented 
for the transmission process.); and means for formatting a page to be printed such 
that the page comprises at least a portion of the received document data and sender 
information, and the sender information is located outside document data areas and 
inside printer allowable margins. (Figure 1, step 104 teaches an identification mark 
associated with the user's identification. This identification mark is an example 
of sender information. Figure 1, step 108 teaches that the identification mark is 
printed on each page of the print job. This step implies existence of the 
processor stated in the claim language. Furthermore, Column 3, lines 25-33 
teaches that the mark associated with the user can be printed in a selected corner 
of the document. The selected corner can be categorized as an area that is 
outside the document data area yet within the allowable print boundaries.) 
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Brewster merely teaches an identification mark that is selected by the user. 
Brewster does not teach that a means for actually accesses information associated with 
a sender of the document data. 

Johnson, on the other hand, teaches accessing information associated with a 
sender of the document data. (The abstract teaches receiving print jobs, identifying 
the sender of the print jobs, and retrieving information about the sender from a 
database.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster with Johnson to realize a system that 
receives document data for a print job, accesses information associated with the sender 
of the print job, and then prints the received document data and accessed sender 
information. 

The motivation here is to access sender data that might not be part of the print 
job. Also, not including a great deal of sender data in the print job can make the 
transmission of the print job easier because of the lowered memory usage. 

4. Claims 2-6, 18, 19, 22, 23, and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Brewster(U.S. 6,809,841) in view of Johnson(U.S. 
5,930,350) and further in view of Masaki(U.S. 2002/0051206). 

Regarding claims 2, 18, and 22, the combination of Brewster and Johnson 
teaches the subject matter claimed in the respective base claims. 
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But this combination does not teach receiving a request to format information 
associated with a sender of document data, and generating a user interface that allows 
formatting of information associated with a sender of document data. 

Masaki, on the other hand, teaches receiving a request to format information 
associated with a sender of document data(Paragraph 45 teaches adjusting print 
position of header and footer. As illustrated in paragraph 47 and figure 5, to 
adjust the print positions, a user interface is used. Note that adjusting the print 
position of header information is an example of formatting sender info since the 
header information contains the name of the sender.), and generating a user 
interface that allows formatting of information associated with a sender of document 
data(Figure 5 and paragraph 47 teach a user interface displayed on the CRT 10.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster and Johnson with Masaki to put forth 
the subject matter claimed in claims 2, 18, and 22. 

The motivation here is to provide the user with the opportunity to designate the 
layout settings in a manner he/she desires. 

Regarding claim 3 , Masaki further teaches that the user interface allows 
specification of the direction in which information associated with a sender of document 
is placed on the page. (Paragraph 47 discusses print positions such as right side 
setting, centering, and so on. This is an example of the term direction.) 

Regarding claim 4, Masaki further teaches that the user interface allows 
specification of information associated with a sender of document data. (Paragraph 47 
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teaches "specification of... kind of information to be printed as header/footer 
information.") 

Regarding claim 5, Masaki further teaches that the user interface allows 
specification of the presentation style of information associated with a sender of 
document data. (The position of sender information in a page can be one aspect 
of the presentation style. Note that paragraph 47 teaches print positions of the 
sender information.) 

Regarding claim 6 , Masaki teaches that the user interface allows specification of 
the location of the information associated with a sender of document data. (Print 
positions of sender data, detailed in paragraph 47, read on the location of sender 
data.) 

Regarding claims 19 and 23. Masaki further teaches that the user interface 
allows specification of the content and appearance of information associated with a 
sender of document data. (Paragraph 47) 

Regarding claims 34-37, Masaki further teaches an application that facilitates 
displaying and editing the document. (Figure 5 illustrates that a document is 
displayed while the user specifies certain settings. The change made to certain 
print settings is an example of an editing process) 

5. Claims 7-9, 20 24, 25, 26, 31 , and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Brewster(U.S. 6,809,841) in view of Johnson(U.S. 
5,930,350) and further in view of Phang(U.S. 6,437,876). 
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Regarding claims 7, 20, 24, and 31 . the combination of Brewster and Johnson 
teaches the subject matter claimed in the respective base claims. 

But Brewster and Johnson are silent on checking if certain data fits within 
document margins. 

Phang, on the other hand, teaches checking if data falls within the printable 
document margins(column 1, lines 55-65) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster and Johnson with Phang to put forth 
the subject matter claimed in claims 7, 20, 24, and 31 . 

The motivation is to ensure that a document is successfully printed. The 
checking process achieves the successful output of data by making sure that all data 
are printed within the allowable print margins. 

Regarding claims 8, 25, and 32, Phang further teaches initiating an alert if the 
data cannot fit within the printable margins(column 1, lines 64-67). Therefore, it would 
be obvious to put forth a method that alerts the user if the accessed information for the 
formatted page does not fit between the document margin data areas and printer 
allowable margins. 

Regarding claims 9 and 25, Phang teaches allowing format of information to be 
changed if an alert is initiated(Column 2, lines 25-35). Therefore, it would be obvious 
to put forth a method that allows the format of the accessed information to be changed if 
an alert is initiated. 
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6. Claims 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brewster(U.S. 6,809,841) in view of Johnson(U.S. 5,930,350), Masaki(U.S. 
2002/0051206), and Phang(U.S. 6,437,876) 

Regarding claim 33, Brewster teaches a computer-implemented method for 
printing a document, the method comprising: receiving document data from an 
application, the document data comprises data for printing at least a portion of the 
document(Figure 1, step 106 teaches sending a print job, and figure 1, step 108 
teaches the reception of the print job at the printer. Furthermore); and formatting a 
page to be printed such that the page comprises at least a portion of the received 
document data and sender information, and the sender information is located outside 
document data area and inside printer allowable margins. (Figure 1, step 104 teaches 
an identification mark associated with the user's identification. This identification 
mark is an example of sender information. Figure 1, step 108 teaches that the 
identification mark is printed on each page of the print job. Column 3, lines 25-33 
teaches that the mark associated with the user can be printed in a selected corner 
of the document. The selected corner can be categorized as an area that is 
outside the document data area yet within the allowable print boundaries.) 

But Brewster is silent on determining an identifier associated with a sender of 
document data; and accessing information associated with the sender identifier, 
including querying a database comprising sender associated information. 

Johnson teaches determining an identifier associated with a sender of document 
data; and accessing information associated with the sender identifier, including querying 
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a database comprising sender associated information. (The abstract teaches 
receiving print jobs, identifying the sender of the print jobs, and retrieving 
information about the sender from a database.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster with Johnson to realize a method that 
receives document data for a print job, accesses information associated with the sender 
of the print job, and then prints the received document data and accessed sender 
information in such a way that the accessed sender information is located outside 
document data areas and inside printer allowable margins. 

The motivation here is to access sender data that might not be part of the print 
job. Also, not including a great deal of sender data in the print job can make the 
transmission of the print job easier because of the lowered memory usage. 

The combination of Brewster and Johnson does not teach an application that 
facilitates displaying and editing the document; generating a user interface that allows 
formatting of content, location, orientation, and appearance of information; and 
generating a printer message comprising the formatted page. 

Masaki, on the other hand, teaches an application that facilitates displaying and 
editing the document(Figure 5 illustrates that a document is displayed while the 
user specifies certain settings. The change made to certain print settings is an 
example of an editing process); generating a user interface that allows formatting of 
content, location, orientation, and appearance of information associated with a 
sender(Paragraph 45 teaches inputting sender information at an user interface; 
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this is an example of formatting the content. Paragraph 45 also teaches setting 
the position of the sender info; this, in turn, has some type of effect on the 
location, orientation, and appearance of the sender information.); and generating a 
printer message comprising the formatted page. (Printer 1500 in figure 2 prints the 
data. Note that the generation of a printer message, as stated in the claim 
language, is equated to the act of printing.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster and Johnson with Masaki to put forth a 
print method that allows a user to edit a document in such a way that the user can 
specify the position of sender information. 

The motivation here is to provide the user with the opportunity to designate the 
layout settings in a manner he/she desires. 

The combination of Brewster, Johnson, and Masaki fails to teach checking 
whether the formatted page fits between the document data areas and printer allowable 
margins, and initiating an alert if the page does not fit between the document data areas 
and the printer allowable margins. 

Phang teaches checking whether the formatted page fits between the document 
data areas and printer allowable margins(column 1, lines 55-65), and initiating an alert 
if the page does not fit between the document data areas and the printer allowable 
margins(column 1, lines 64-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Brewster, Johnson, and Masaki with Phang to 
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put forth print method that checks whether the accessed information for the formatted 
page fits between the document data areas and printer allowable margins, and initiates 
an alert if the accessed information for the formatted page does not fit between the 
document data areas and the printer allowable margins. 

The motivation is to ensure that a document is successfully printed. The 
checking process achieves the successful output of data by making sure that all data 
are printed within the allowable print margin. 

Conclusion 

7. Please be advised that some prior arts in the field of annotation 
technology permit a user to annotate certain user data to a document in accordance 
with the margin restrictions. United States Publication Number 2005/0216851 by Hull is 
one such example. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ASHISH K. THOMAS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-0631 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 7:00 a.m. - 
3:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



